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STEVE WESTLY
California State Controller

November 30, 2005

Dave Irish

Director of Finance
Sacramento County

700 H Street, Room 4650
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Irish:

The State Controller’s Office audited the costs claimed by Sacramento County for the
legislatively mandated Sexually Violent Predators Program (Chapters 762 and 763, Statutes of
1995, and Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996) for the period of July 1, 1999, through June 30, 2002.

The county claimed $1,503,298 ($1,503,920 in costs less a $622 penalty for late filing) for the
mandated program. Our audit disclosed that $1,269,488 is allowable and $233,810 is
unallowable. The unallowable costs occurred primarily because the county claimed unallowable
and unsupported prisoner transportation costs. The State paid the county $1,045,313. Allowable
costs claimed exceed the amount paid by $224,175.

If you have any questions, please contact Jim L. Spano, Chief, Compliance Audits Bureau, at
(916) 323-5849.

Sincerely,
Original Signed By:

JEFFREY V. BROWNFIELD
Chief, Division of Audits
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Dave Irish, Director of Finance -2- November 30, 2005

cc: Jan Scully

District Attorney
Sacramento County

Vincent J. Adeszko
Assistant Chief Deputy District Attorney
District Attorney’s Office
Sacramento County

Julie Valverde
Assistant Auditor-Controller
Department of Finance
Sacramento County

Mark Holmes
Senior Accounting Manager
Department of Finance
Sacramento County

Pat Marion
Senior Accountant
Department of Finance
Sacramento County

Nancy Gust
Administrative Services Officer 11
Sheriff’s Department
Sacramento County

Ferlyn Junio
Senior Manager
Maximus

James Tilton, Program Budget Manager
Corrections and General Government
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Sacramento County

Sexually Violent Predators Program

Audit Report

Summary

Background

Objective,
Scope, and
Methodology

The State Controller’s Office (SCO) audited the costs claimed by
Sacramento County for the legislatively mandated Sexually Violent
Predators Program (Chapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995, and
Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996) for the period of July 1, 1999, through
June 30, 2002. The last day of fieldwork was June 27, 2005.

The county claimed $1,503,298 ($1,503,920 in costs less a $622 penalty
for late filing) for the mandated program. Our audit disclosed that
$1,269,488 is allowable and $233,810 is unallowable. The unallowable
costs occurred primarily because the county claimed unallowable and
unsupported prisoner transportation costs. The State paid the county
$1,045,313. Allowable costs claimed exceed the amount paid by
$224,175.

Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6250 and 6600 through 6608
(added by Chapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995, and Chapter 4,
Statutes of 1996) establish new civil commitment procedures for the
continued detention and treatment of sexually violent offenders
following their completion of a prison term for certain sex-related
offenses. Before detention and treatment are imposed, the county
attorney is required to file a petition for civil commitment. A trial is then
conducted to determine if the inmate is a sexually violent predator
beyond a reasonable doubt. If the inmate accused of being a sexually
violent predator is indigent, the test claim legislation requires counties to
provide the indigent with the assistance of counsel and experts necessary
to prepare the defense.

On June 25, 1998, the Commission on State Mandates (COSM)
determined that Chapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995, and Chapter 4,
Statutes of 1996, imposed a reimbursable state mandate under
Government Code Section 17561.

Parameters and Guidelines establishes the state mandate and defines
reimbursement criteria. COSM adopted Parameters and Guidelines on
September 24, 1998. In compliance with Government Code Section
17558, the SCO issues claiming instructions for mandated programs, to
assist local agencies in claiming reimbursable costs.

We conducted the audit to determine whether costs claimed represent
increased costs resulting from the Sexually Violent Predators Program
for the period of July 1, 1999, through June 30, 2002.

Our audit scope included, but was not limited to, determining whether
costs claimed were supported by appropriate source documents, were not
funded by another source, and were not unreasonable and/or excessive.

We conducted the audit according to Government Auditing Standards,

issued by the Comptroller General of the United States, and under the
authority of Government Code Section 17558.5. We did not audit the
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Sacramento County

Sexually Violent Predators Program

Conclusion

Views of
Responsible
Official

Restricted Use

county’s financial statements. We limited our audit scope to planning
and performing audit procedures necessary to obtain reasonable
assurance that costs claimed were allowable for reimbursement.
Accordingly, we examined transactions, on a test basis, to determine
whether the costs claimed were supported.

We limited our review of the county’s internal controls to gaining an
understanding of the transaction flow and claim preparation process as
necessary to develop appropriate auditing procedures.

Our audit disclosed instances of noncompliance with the requirements
outlined above. These instances are described in the accompanying
Summary of Program Costs (Schedule 1) and in the Findings and
Recommendations section of this report.

For the audit period, Sacramento County claimed $1,503,298
($1,503,920 in costs less a $622 penalty for late filing) for costs of the
Sexually Violent Predators Program. Our audit disclosed that $1,269,488
is allowable and $233,810 is unallowable.

For fiscal year (FY) 1999-2000, the State paid the county $383,599. Our
audit disclosed that $323,649 is allowable. The county should return
$59,950 to the State.

For FY 2000-01, the State paid the county $423,737. Our audit disclosed
that $359,736 is allowable. The county should return $64,001 to the
State.

For FY 2001-02, the State paid the county $237,977. Our audit disclosed
that $586,103 is allowable. The State will pay allowable costs claimed
that exceed the amount paid, totaling $348,126, contingent upon
available appropriations.

We issued a draft audit report on August 15, 2005. Dave Irish, the
county’s Director of Finance, responded by letter dated September 22,
2005, agreeing with the audit results. The county’s response is included
as an attachment to this audit report.

This report is solely for the information and use of Sacramento County,
the California Department of Finance, and the SCO; it is not intended to
be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties.
This restriction is not intended to limit distribution of this report, which
is a matter of public record.

Original Signed By:

JEFFREY V. BROWNFIELD
Chief, Division of Audits

Steve Westly ¢ California State Controller 2



Sacramento County

Sexually Violent Predators Program

Schedule 1—

Summary of Program Costs
July 1, 1999, through June 30, 2002

Cost Elements

July 1, 1999, through June 30, 2000

District Attorney:
Salaries
Benefits
Services and supplies
Training and travel
Indirect costs

Subtotal

Public Defender:
Services and supplies

Sheriff:
Salaries
Benefits
Services and supplies
Training and travel
Indirect costs

Subtotal

Total costs
Less late penalty

Total reimbursable costs

Less amount paid by the State

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid  $

July 1, 2000, through June 30, 2001

District Attorney:
Salaries
Benefits
Services and supplies
Training and travel
Indirect costs

Subtotal

Public Defender:
Services and supplies

Actual Costs  Allowable Audit
Claimed per Audit Adjustment Reference !
$ 63591 $ 62,851 $ (740) Finding 1
19,438 19,438 —
412 19,777 19,365 Finding 2
40,240 19,124 (21,116) Finding 2
123,681 121,190 (2,491)
69,920 69,920 —
34,172 8,343 (25,829) Finding 4
17,684 4,306 (13,378) Finding 4
120,874 117,312 (3,562) Finding 4
17,890 3,200 (14,690) Findings 3, 4
190,620 133,161 (57,459)
384,221 324,271 (59,950)
(622) (622) —
$ 383,599 323,649 $ (59,950)
(383,599)
(59,950)
$ 91503 $ 92,300 $ 797 Finding 1
29,812 29,812 —
— 40,287 40,287 Finding 2
59,762 26,498 (33,264) Finding 2
181,077 188,897 7,820
55,824 55,824 —

Steve Westly ¢ California State Controller 3



Sacramento County

Sexually Violent Predators Program

Schedule 1 (continued)

Actual Costs  Allowable Audit
Cost Elements Claimed per Audit Adjustment Reference®
July 1, 2000, through June 30, 2001 (continued)
Sheriff:
Salaries 42,854 13,937 (28,917) Findings 1, 4
Benefits 21,718 7,000 (14,718) Findings 1, 4
Services and supplies 93,009 87,088 (5,921) Findings 1, 4
Training and travel 843 843 —
Indirect costs 28,412 6,147 (22,265) Findings 1, 3,4
Subtotal 186,836 115,015 (71,821)
Total costs 423,737 359,736 (64,001)
Less late penalty — — —
Total reimbursable costs $ 423,737 359,736 $ (64,001)
Less amount paid by the State (423,737)
Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid $  (64,001)
July 1, 2001, through June 30, 2002
District Attorney:
Salaries $ 154506 $ 154297 $ (209) Finding 1
Benefits 40,660 40,608 (52) Finding 1
Services and supplies 299 50,664 50,365 Finding 2
Training and travel 2,075 2,075 —
Indirect costs 86,459 40,423 (46,036) Finding 2
Subtotal 283,999 288,067 4,068
Public Defender:
Services and supplies 71,587 71,587 —
Sheriff:
Salaries 63,567 17,244 (46,323) Finding 4
Benefits 31,661 8,430 (23,231) Finding 4
Services and supplies 200,199 193,097 (7,102) Finding 4
Training and travel — — —
Indirect costs 44,949 7,678 (37,271) Findings 3, 4
Subtotal 340,376 226,449 (113,927)
Total costs 695,962 586,103 (109,859)
Less late penalty — — —
Total reimbursable costs $ 695962 586,103 $ (109,859)

Less amount paid by the State

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid

(237,977)
$ 348,126

Steve Westly « California State Controller
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Sacramento County Sexually Violent Predators Program

Schedule 1 (continued)

Actual Costs  Allowable Audit
Cost Elements Claimed per Audit Adjustment Reference®
Summary: July 1, 1999, through June 30, 2002
District Attorney:
Salaries $ 309,600 $ 309,448 $ (152) Finding 1
Benefits 89,910 89,858 (52) Finding 1
Services and supplies 711 110,728 110,017 Finding 2
Training and travel 2,075 2,075 —
Indirect costs 186,461 86,045 (100,416) Finding 2
Subtotal 588,757 598,154 9,397
Public Defender:
Services and supplies 197,331 197,331 —
Sheriff:
Salaries 140,593 39,524 (101,069) Findings 1, 4
Benefits 71,063 19,736 (51,327) Findings 1, 4
Services and supplies 414,082 397,497 (16,585) Findings 1, 4
Training and travel 843 843 —
Indirect costs 91,251 17,025 (74,226) Findings 1, 3,4
Subtotal 717,832 474,625 (243,207)
Total costs 1,503,920 1,270,110 (233,810)
Less late penalty (622) (622) —
Total reimbursable costs $ 1,503,298 1,269,488 $ (233,810)
Less amount paid by the State (1,045,313)

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid $ 224,175

! See the Findings and Recommendations section.
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Sacramento County

Sexually Violent Predators Program

Findings and Recommendations

FINDING 1—
Mathematical errors
on claims

FINDING 2—
District Attorney’s
indirect costs
overstated

The county submitted claims for reimbursement that contained various
mathematical errors.

Parameters and Guidelines for the Sexually Violent Predators Program
specifies that local agencies shall be entitled to reimbursement for actual
costs incurred in providing the mandated services.

We have adjusted claimed costs for the mathematical errors as follows.

Fiscal Year
1999-2000  2000-01 2001-02 Total

District Attorney:

Salaries $ (740) $ 797 $ (209) $ (152

Benefits — — (52) (52)
Subtotal (740) 797 (261) (204)
Sheriff:

Salaries — 654 — 654

Benefits — 343 — 343

Services and supplies — 142 — 142

Indirect costs — 464 — 464
Subtotal — 1,603 — 1,603
Audit adjustment $ (740) $ 2400 $ (261) $ 1,399

Recommendation

We recommend that the county review the claim detail and verify its
mathematical accuracy prior to submission.

County’s Response

The county agreed with the finding.

SCO’s Comment

The finding and recommendation remain unchanged.

The county’s indirect cost rate proposals (ICRPs) submitted with its
claims classified substantial costs of the District Attorney’s Office as
indirect costs without adequate support or justification. Some of these
costs should have been classified as direct costs and charged to other
programs, and not to the mandate.

Subsequent to the submission of its mandate claims, the county
submitted revised ICRPs that reclassified a portion of indirect costs as
direct costs to the benefiting programs and reduced its indirect cost rate
for fiscal year (FY) 1999-2000 from 49.8% to 23.24%, for FY 2000-01
from 49.9% to 21.7%, and for FY 2001-02 from 44.3% to 20.74%.

Steve Westly ¢ California State Controller 6



Sacramento County

Sexually Violent Predators Program

Parameters and Guidelines specifies that only actual increased costs
incurred in the performance of the mandated activities and adequately
documented are reimbursable.

Federal Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular A-87 (Cost
Principles for State, Local, and Indian Tribal Governments), Attachment
A, Section F.1., specifies that indirect costs are allowable only when the
costs cannot reasonably be identified to a particular program, and are
allocated to each program in accordance with the relative benefits
received.

We reviewed the county’s revised ICRPs, and determined that its revised
methodology and computations were in compliance with the provisions
of OMB Circular A-87. We used the county’s revised indirect cost rates
to make the following adjustments to claimed costs.

Fiscal Year
1999-2000 2000-01 2001-02 Total
District Attorney:
Indirect costs claimed $(40,240) $(59,762) $(86,459) $ (186,461)
Indirect costs allowed:
Salaries and benefits allowable 82,289 122,112 194,905
Revised indirect cost rate allowable  x 23.24% x21.70% x 20.74%
Indirect cost allowed 19,124 26,498 40,423 86,045
Indirect costs overclaimed (21,116)  (33,264)  (46,036)  (100,416)
Services and supplies costs underclaimed 19,365 40,287 50,365 110,017
Total audit adjustment $(1,751) $ 7,023 $ 4329 $ 9,601

Recommendation

We recommend that the county ensure that costs claimed are eligible
increased costs incurred as a result of the mandate, and that indirect costs
claimed are in accordance with the provisions of OMB Circular A-87.

County’s Response

The county agreed with the finding. In addition, the county stated that it
intends to use the revised ICRP methodology and the revised method for
calculating direct non-salary and benefit costs for the District Attorney’s
Office for future SB 90 claims for the District Attorney’s Office. The
county’s complete response is included as an attachment to this audit
report.

SCO’s Comment

The finding and recommendation remain unchanged. The revised ICRP
methodology and the revised method for calculating direct non-salary
and benefit costs for the District Attorney’s Office comply with OMB
Circular A-87 requirements.

Steve Westly ¢ California State Controller 7



Sacramento County

Sexually Violent Predators Program

FINDING 3—
Sheriff Department’s
indirect costs
overstated

Indirect costs claimed for the Sheriff’s Department were overstated.
Certain services and supplies costs were included as direct costs in the
Sheriff Department’s computation of the main jail housing rate, and were
included again in the Sheriff Department’s computation of its indirect
cost rate.

Subsequent to the submission of its mandate claims, the county
submitted revised ICRPs that corrected the allocation of main jail
services and supplies costs, and reclassified a portion of the indirect costs
as direct costs. The revised ICRPs reduced the claimed indirect cost rate
for FY 1999-2000 from 34.5% to 25.3%, for FY 2000-01 from 44% to
28.5%, and for FY 2001-02 from 46.5% to 29.9%.

OMB Circular A-87, Attachment A, Section C., specifies that any cost
allocable to a particular program or cost objective may not also be
charged to other programs or cost objectives.

We used the county’s revised indirect cost rates for the Sheriff’s
Department to make the following adjustments to claimed costs.

Fiscal Year
1999-2000 2000-01 2001-02 Total
Sheriff:
Indirect costs $ (1,164) $ (3,091) $ (4928) $ (9,183)

Recommendation

We recommend that the county ensure that costs claimed are eligible
increased costs incurred as a result of the mandate, and that indirect costs
claimed are in accordance with the provisions of OMB Circular A-87.

County’s Response

The county agreed with the finding. In addition, the county stated that, in
future SB 90 claims for the Sheriff’s Department, it intends to pro-rate
the cost of non-salary and benefit costs based on direct salaries and
benefits by program in the directly related fund center and to claim the
pro-rated costs as direct. The county’s complete response is included as
an attachment to this audit report.

SCO’s Comment

The finding and recommendation remain unchanged. The county’s
proposed treatment of non-salary and benefit costs on future SB 90 claims
for the Sheriff’s Department would be acceptable, provided that it complies
with the provisions of OMB Circular A-87.

Steve Westly ¢ California State Controller 8



Sacramento County

Sexually Violent Predators Program

FINDING 4—
Sheriff Department’s
prisoner
transportation costs
overstated

The county claimed sexually violent predator transportation costs that
were unallowable or unsupported.

The county claimed costs for transporting sexually violent predator
prisoners between state correctional facilities and the county jail (long
haul trips) when the Sheriff’s Department incurred no increased costs.
These prisoners were transported in the same vehicles and at the same
time as other prisoners were being transported, and therefore did not
incur additional labor or vehicle costs.

In addition, the county claimed costs for transporting these prisoners
between the county jail and the county courthouse (short haul trips) for
court hearings. However, the Sheriff’s Department did not maintain
documentation for these trips to support that it had incurred additional
costs as a result of transporting these prisoners.

Parameters and Guidelines specifies that only actual increased costs
incurred in the performance of the mandated activities and adequately
documented are reimbursable.

As a result, we have adjusted claimed costs as follows.

Fiscal Year
1999-2000 2000-01 2001-02 Total

Sheriff:

Salaries $ (25,829) $ (29,571) $ (46,323) $(101,723)

Benefits (13,378) (15,061) (23,231) (51,670)

Services and supplies (3,562) (6,063) (7,102) (16,727)

Indirect costs (13,526) (19,638) (32,343) (65,507)
Audit adjustment $ (56,295) $ (70,333) $(108,999) $(235,627)

Recommendation

We recommend that the county ensure that costs claimed are eligible
increased costs incurred as a result of the mandate and that they are
supported by appropriate documentation.

County’s Response

The county agreed with the finding.

SCO’s Comment

The finding and recommendation remain unchanged.

Steve Westly ¢ California State Controller 9



Sacramento County Sexually Violent Predators Program

Attachment—
County’s Response to
Draft Audit Report
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Internal Services Agency Terry Schutten, County Executive

Mark Norris, Agency Administrator

Department of Finance Dave Irish, CPA, Department Director

Auditor-Controller Division
Julie Valverds, County of Sacramento

Assistant Auditor-Controller

September 22, 2005

Jim L. Spano, Chief
Compliance Audits Bureau
State Controller’s Office
Division of Audits

P.O. Box 942850
Sacramento, CA 94250-5874

Subject: MANAGEMENT RESPONSE TO THE DRAFT AUDIT REPORT FOR THE SEXUALLY
VIOLENT PREDATOR PROGRAM, JULY 1, 1999, THROUGH JUNE 30, 2002

Dear Mr. Spano:

Enclosed please find the management response to the draft audit report of the legislatively mandated Sexually
Violent Predators Program for the period July 1, 1999, through June 30, 2002.

If you have any questions, please call Julie Valverde at (916) 874-7248.
Sincerely,

L4228 \%{//

Dave Irish
Director of Finance

Attachments

cc: Julie Valverde, Assistant Auditor-Controller
Vincent J. Adeszko, Assistant Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nancy Gust, Sheriff’s Department
Mark Holmes, Department of Finance
Pat Marion, Department of Finance
Ferlyn Junio, Maximus

GDATA\MARIONP\SBS0 Response to SVP Audit Report transmital 9/22/2005 9:21 AM.doc
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COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

Management Response to the Audit of the Sexually Violent Predator
Program—dJuly 1, 1999-June 30, 2002

Finding 1-Mathematical errors on claims.

Management Response:
We agree to the audit adjustment in Finding 1.

Finding 2-District Attorney’s Indirect Costs Overstated, and Services
and Supplies Understated

Management Response:
We agree to the audit adjustment in Finding 2.

We have agreed to change the methodology used for indirect cost rate proposals
and the methodology used for calculating direct non-salary and benefit costs for
the Sacramento County District Attorney Office for SB90 to resolve State
concerns.

New Indirect Cost Rate Proposal Methodology for Sacramento County District
Attorney’s Office for SB90:

A department-wide indirect cost rate proposal is prepared that allocates the cost
of all fund centers with indirect positions that benefit the entire department.
Allowable non-salary and benefit costs by fund center are pro-rated between
direct and indirect using salary and benefits as the allocation basis. [Please see
Attachment 1, 2, and 3 for agreed upon department-wide indirect cost rate
proposals for the District Attorney’s Office for 1999/2000, 2000/01, and 2001/02,
respectively. For these years, it was necessary to identify whether the positions
benefited the “Entire Department” or “All but Bureau of Family Support (BFS)”,
but this distinction is no longer necessary because BFS no longer exits.]

New Methodology for Calculating Direct Non-Salary and Benefit Costs for
Sacramento County District Attorney’s Office for SB90:

Most direct SB 90 activities within the Sacramento County District Attorney Office
occur in Fund Center 5805812, the State Target Offenders unit. All applicable
Fund Center 5805812 unit costs are reported as direct, since they do not benefit
the rest of the department.

9/22/2005 9:29 AM G:\DATAMARIONP\SB 90 Response to SVP Audit Report detail.doc



Sacramento County Management Response
September 22, 2005
Page 2 of 3

For Fund Center 5805812, non-salary and benefit costs other than travel and
training costs (including countywide cost plan costs) are pro-rated to programs
based on salary and benefits and reported as direct. (Please see Attachment 4
for the agreed upon methodology for calculating direct non-salary and benefits
other than travel and training costs for 1999/2000, 2000/01, and 2001/02.)
Travel and training costs within Fund Center 5805812 are directly identified to
programs whenever possible. If the travel and training benefits all programs
within Fund Center 5805812, the costs are pro-rated based on salary and
benefits and reported as direct.

Application of New Indirect Cost Rate Proposal Methodology and New
Methodology for Calculating Direct Non-Salary and Benefit Costs for Sacramento
County District Attorney Office:

Sacramento County is agreeing to the new indirect cost rate proposal
methodology and the new methodology for calculating direct non-salary and
benefit costs for the District Attorney’s Office in order to resolve State concerns.
It is Sacramento County’s intention to continue with the new indirect cost rate
proposal methodology and the new methodology for calculating direct non-salary
and benefit costs in the foreseeable future for SB 90 Claims for the District
Attorney’s Office. However, it may be necessary to change the methodologies
should there be an organization re-structure to Fund Center 5805812, or if there
are new mandates that are not part of Fund Center 5805812. Sacramento
County is not agreeing to the methodologies at this time for any other
departments.

It is Sacramento County’s understanding that the State has agreed to accept the
new indirect cost rate proposal methodology and the new methodology for
calculating non-salary and benefit costs for the Sacramento County District
Attorney’s Office if used on future SB 90 claims, as long as future organization
re-structures to Fund Center 5805812 or new mandates that are not part of Fund
Center 5805812 have not made the methodologies obsolete.

Finding 3-Sheriff Department’s Indirect Costs Overstated.
Management’s Response:

We agree to the audit adjustment in Finding #3. It appears that there are also
some understated service and supplies (similar to the District Attorney), but we

are not going to pursue an adjustment for this audit since it would not be
material.

9/22/2005 9:29 AM G:\DATA\MARIONP\SB 90 Response to SVP Audit Report detail.doc



Sacramento County Management Response
September 22, 2005
Page 3 of 3

Even though we do not want to pursue an adjustment for this audit, we do want
to document our understanding of what is acceptable. It is our understanding
that it is acceptable to pro-rate the cost of non-salary and benefits based on
direct salaries and benefits by program in the directly related fund center and to
claim the pro-rated costs as direct. It is generally more equitable to pro-rate
costs within a directly related fund center than to include the costs in a
department-wide indirect cost rate calculation. When directly related fund center
costs are included in a department-wide indirect cost rate calculation, the costs
become diluted because they are allocated department-wide even though they
do not benefit the entire department. Therefore, in the future, we may pro-rate
non-salary and benefit costs in directly related fund centers and claim the costs
as direct for various County departments (similar to the methodology agreed to
for the District Attorney’ s Office).

Finding 4-Sheriff's Department’s prisoner transportation costs
overstated.

Management’s Response:

We agree to the audit adjustment in Finding #4.

9/22/2005 9:29 AM G:\DATA\MARIONP!'SB 90 Response to SVP Audit Report detail.doc



HOISIX LL X §'8 L JUBWYRENY YOI 000Z 666} YA dAS 03 25u0dsay 06 9SWY H:0+5002/4/6

0S5'212'C Ov0'LL g ov0'LL 015’0022 LYS'E9L'E 696'9€ 1£85 Ng |210L
s 0£0'86€ 650°C B850’ 110'G6E G/€'88¢E 8£9'9 SiyauSq puE SSLE(ES |BJ0) 0) pajeloid
S1S00 28-V PUB (09/1 ‘0S/1 1S8181Ul 0g/L '0Z/L DVS) sai|ddns § seaialsg
08¥'6L8'L L86'EL L 186'El 66%'508"L 99L'GLL L ££E'0T {w) s1ysusq pue ssuees |BjoL
29/.°18% 20l'e - zol'e S90'84% €E0'0LY ZE0'8 %L1 L0°9€ @ Slyausg
eLL'zee't 62201 o 6.2'0L ver'ize'L £e1's0e’ L Loe'ze saueles [Bjo L
» EEL'SOE"L - EEL'GOE"L €E1'G0E’L salees 19a.11g
¢ 08s'ze 64201 64201 Log'ge Log'ge | (mojeg JByIO pue S-d J0} % 898) “1dap va |le Bujyasuaq saueles ja1ipu)|
.- 5 w E - s4g 1ng ||e Bunyauaq saue|es jaa1ipu|
1e8s ng
S¥9'SLb'S 69.°52 = 692'GL 9/8'66E'S 285'8EL'S [CAEH 185 Na IE10L
s 96L'€6L'T 659°8€ 659'8€ LEL'SGLZ 6181292 BLE'EEL sjjauaq pue saue|es 210} o) pajesold
100 8-V PUE (09/L 05/ | 1§2121U1 OE/L 02/L OVS) salddns » saoines
6+8'189'C 0lLl'2ge - OLL'LE 6EL'PFI'T €9.'915'2 9.6'221 {w) s1yauaq pue salejes |ejo |
L0L0LL 9z8'6 5 928’6 18200/ S6£°999 988°€E %L1 ¥10°9E @ siyeuag
TFL L6 v8e'ie e v8e'LT 8S¥'vr6'L 89€'0S8'| 060'¥6 Sale|es |Bjo
» 89g'058'} - g9e'058'| 29€'058'L saue|es jpaig
e BI¥'98 vaz'lz v8z'lz GB61'65 56165 L (mojeg Jauy10 pue 4@ 10} % 985) 1dap wQ ||e Buniauaq saue|es 1panpu)
. 968've = S68'vE 568'FE $491nq || Bunysueq saue|es ja9.1pu|
vi8s Ng
EEANE] - - - 852118 2£8'899 LZv'erl 908s N4d €101
s 6826 = - 682'6. 69€'59 0e6'El sjysuaq pue Sale(es |ejo) 0} pajesosd
S1S00 £8-v pue (091 ‘0G/} ‘IS2Jeul 0g/ '02/1L OV'S) salddns @ saomnieg
696°LEL = = = B696°LEL 89¥'€09 Los'szl {w) syyeuaq pue saue(es (g0l
€L8'€61 - = = €186l 88.'65 ) S20've %Z21L¥10°9g @ sieusg
9G1.'8€G = = 3 951'8E5 089'eri LY V6 saue|es [BjoL
, 08B9'EYP = 089'€F P 088'evt saue|es 128
e - . - - - | (mojeg JayiQ pue S4g 405 9% 22g) 1dep va ||e Bunyauag sauees joalipu]
2 9iF'¥6 = 9.v'v6 L=VA s $4g 1nq ||e Bujyausaq sauejes joalipu|
208s N9
60T'6LL'9 965'661"L - 965'661°L €19'6./6'7 S02'590°}) B0V ¥L6'E 1085 N4 210l
s 9vZera’e 22/.'1GG 2LL'LSS 69¥'062'C 296'68%F £0S'008'L sjeuaq pue saue|es |230) 0} pajelold
§1809 /8-Y PUB (09/} "0G/) 1S8I81UI OE/L '0Z/1 OVS) salddns p sadinieg
€96'0EE'E 618'/¥9 - 618'2¥9 +1'689'C €¥2'GLS Lo6'ELL'E (v) siyausq pue saliejes |20
695'€88 LES' LLL - LES'LLL 8€0°2h. vie'zgh 24’655 %4710 '9E @ siyeusg
YBE'ESH'E 88Z'9.Y - 88Z'9.1 901'LL6') 626'TTY L21L'PSS'L Seleles [Bjo |
, 6ceCer & B626'CTY 6¢6ceh sauees o8]
€£6'0Z€'tE  SeueleS . 8Z9'605'L 882'9.Y 882'9.1 OvE'een’t 0PE'EE0’ L , (mojeg 1oW0 pUE S8 104 % 99S) 1dep Y (1B Bunysusq ssuees oasipul
% Li¥LO'GE = £26'6.2'1L sweusg . leg'ocs = 1£8'02S Lgg'oes S48 1nq ||e Bunysusq ssUE|es Ja.1pu]
1o8s Na
S1S00 |ej1OL 1Bj1oL P31 |ejoL 123.10 19241puy|
s49 SdgBupnpxe Ng 1V

ajey 1507 Jo2a1pul 000Z2-6661 Ad

€40 | abed 06 95
| JusWIYS By 25140 s,Aewiony 1o1ms|d AUno) ojusweises



HOISX LL X S8 | JUSWYSENY MO 000Z 6661 YA dAS 01 9suodssy 068 SNV L7:0LS00Z/4/6

6/2E69'L - - - 6/Z'€69'L 0BEBIG L 668 7L se85 NG =10l
g 0G5'0GE . = 055'05E €9/°9Z¢ /8L°€2 sjyauaq pUE sale|es [e)o) 0} pajeloid
§1502 /8-v pue (09/L '0S/1 ‘1SaJ21U1 0g/L 'D2/L DWS) saiddns } seoinieg
6TLTYE"L - - - BTLZYE'L 219°182Z'L ZLLLe (v) siyouaq pue saueles (210
LEG'SGE = - s LES'GSE 90p'LEE szl've %LLY1L0'9€ @ siyauag
861°/86 & 2 = 861'/86 Liz'oce /86'99 saleles 810
, L2028 = (AT LLe'oze saueles pala
. - 2 - - = | (mojeg J8y)0 pue S 49 10} % 298) "Jdep v lle Bunysuaq saue|es 19a.1pu|
. L86'99 = £86'99 £86'99 S48 1nq ||e Bunysuaq s
GSG1'LE0'2 - - - SGl'/e0'e ¥88'684 Vi2've' L e85 Nd IBI0L
¢ EV8'00F - - E¥8'g0P 6%2'251 vB0'6¥E S)jouag pue saueles [g)o) o) pajetoud
$1S00 /8-V Pue (0971 '0G/1 '1S8481UI 0E/L '0Z/1L OWS) saiiddns @ saoineg
ZLE'0E9"L - - = ZLE'0ES'L GEL'ZEY 221'866 {w) syauaq pue sauees |ejoL
8.8'LEY " = = 8/9'LEV 8/€'L91 00E'v9Z %Z1¥1L0°9E @ sjyeusg
¥EQ'861L L = = = vEQ'BBLL 252'v91 ll8'eel saue|es [ejo
y L5479 = 1GL'v9r 152'v9r sauejes 1081ia
e - . < - - | (mojeg Jeyl0 pue S49g 10} 9% 9ag) "1dep v ||e Bunysuaq sauees joalipu|
. LiB'ees - L48'EEL 218'ces $441nq ||B Bunyeusq saueleEs Joa11pu|
ve8sg Ng
055'sS€E'Y 42821 = LZ8'¢h €TLTrEY €00°0F0'% [FEEGH ££85 N9 [=j0L
s lOr'srs SL9'L S19'L 98.'9vs 1£9'80S Shi'ge Sjyauaq pue sauejes |jo) o) pajesoid
$1500 £g-¥ Pue (09/1 0G/1 1S2421U1 0g/L 02/ OVS) seiddns g saonieg
6¥L'Z08'e FATAN% - ZiT L LE6'S64'E zee'les'e S09'v92 {w) siyeuaq pue saueles |20
£90'800°L 696'C - 696°C 860500 L SE0'5E6 £90°0L %ZLP 109 O s|ausg
Z280'66.'C eve's £ £vZ's BEB'06L'E 162'965'C ZrS'P6L soueles [2101
b 162'965'C ] 162'965'C 1BE'965'C saue|es a4g
¢ 82L'9Z €rz'e eve'e 588'21 G88'/L L (molag Jayi0 pue S4g J0j % 295) 1dap wq ||1e Bujyausq saueles ja2i1pu|
. 459'0LL T 259'0/21 258'921 544 1nq ||e Bunisuaqg saue|es joalipu|
£€£85 Nd
804'985 e 2 2 804'985 S89'9rS €20'0F €e85 Nd 1ejoL
s 41029 2 IS 2L0'29 Stt'Z9 2.5V sjyeuaq pue sauees |ejo) 0} pajesold
SIS00 /8- Pue (0971 ‘0S/L 1S218IUl 0g/L '02/1 DvS) selddns p saoimeg
169'615 w = = L69'BLS ore'ver LSp'se (w) siyauaq pue saue|es [210L
S09°LEL - - - S09'LEL 812’82k £8€'6 %ZLL¥L09E @ syeusg
980'Z8€ = - - 980'Z8¢ ZZ0'9se +90'9Z saue|es 1oL
, CZ0'95E ] ZZ0'9SE ZZ0'95¢E saueles yoalg
5 = - = - - L (Mojeg 1ol pue S4g 1o} o, @88) 1dap vya (e Bunysuaq salees jpaipu|
2z 90’92 = #90'92 ¥90'92 S49 1nq ||e Bunyauag saue|es j0alpu|
ce8s Nd
SIS0 [B10L 1ejo0L [EENT] Yoo.1pu] EEI FECXTa] [EENIGI]
EEG] S48 Buipnpxe Ng Iy

2jey 1S0J J2241pU| 00026661 Ad

€ jo g abed 06 95
L Juswiyoeny 20130 S AsLiony Jo13sId fJUNo) oJudWERIdES



HOISIX'LL X §'8 L Usiydeny MOl 0002 6661 VA dAS 01 9suodsay 06 GSWY Li0L5002/4/6

g0 g abeg
L swigoeny

LEF'0LL YL

(zze’0z0'2H

(z¥1'0£8'SL)

906'009'2F .LO pue
sabepp awi] -ued, UBY) Jayjo
uaqg pue |es juawnedep B0 ]
%SP 89 0LLVLL'EL S48 Buipnpoxa
‘saue|es aup Juswuedaq %¥Z ET
%SG LE {gg5"2e8'8) saue|es S49
%00°004 §ZE'210'82 saLejes 153.1p jusLedap |20 L0¥'080'92
{809°80€ ') ssLejes 1031 LEVOLLYL
Zvl'048'SlL £E6'0ZE'LE saueles Juawpedsp [2jo | $96'69€" L1
500'090'S
§]S0D [El0L SE 102110 [ECTEN] [BI0L 102110 1081IpU|
s4g S48 Bupnpxs Ng I

$J9IUSD puny Buluiewsa. ul
s)jauaq pue salle|es [BjoL
el
jyeuaq abesene je g4g Jo)
S)YSUSq PUE SSLIEIES [BJ0 L
SA0QE pPapn[oul
S)ysusaq pue SaLEe|eS |Bjo

ue|d uoneso|je 1503 pue odsl ainjipuadxa Jad S)S03 UCIEDO||E 150D 8-V pUE sal|ddns/s|eusiew Ng [E10L

selB|ES 108.IpUl sS8] ‘lodal aun)puadxs Jad sauees Ng |Ej01L
Awnoo sad wq |1 Bunyauaq sanees 10a1pul Ng [E10L

Aunoo sad ‘'s4g Inq |e Bunysuaq sajees jpalpul Ng |ej0L

{2} (a)
€48 ONIANTOX3 V3 HO4 3LVY 1S0D LO3NIANI

5} SJg PUpnoxe S1S00 1jouaq PUE AJE[ES 19911p [BJ0L

719 BUIUIELLS] J0] S]S00 Jjauaq puE AIB[ES

W) Si505 1080sg

PUE AJBIES J051ID GEBG 'TEBS ©68G €8S e85 ¥I8G 9085 1085 Nd [S10L

2}eY 150D Jo°41pU] 000Z-6661L Ad

06 9S

22140 S.A0UI0NY J01SIA AUN0D OjudLEIdES

(g} 51500 198.IpuT GE8G "PEBS '€E8G ¢£8S LE8S F18S "808G 'L08S NG [B10L



HDISIK LL X §°8 Z JUSWYIENY HOI LOOODZ V(A JAS O) 8suodsay 06 ASWY 2 0L500Z/2/6

89zcer'e S6EZL = S6E'LL L8 VIV'T 9L¥'6LET l6E'SE LE8S NG 801

s L1815k (A LE2'E 985'8ky LLO'ZPP 515'9 S)yauUag pue saue|es [ej0) 0} pajesoid

$1503 /g-¥ pue (09/) '0S/1 1saI8ul 0g/) 'O/} Ov'S) salddns g saoineg

lst'o86' | L'yl % oL'rL 182'996'| SOF'2E6'L 2e8'sT (v) siyeuaq pue saligjes [ejoL

519°205 GBS'E & GBS'E 0Z0'66F S0.'16Y SlEL %1010 vE @ siyeusg

9£8' 4L L 695°01 = 695°01 192 L9v'L 09L'SPY' L £0§'1T sauees [ejo]

y 092°GP1'L = 092'St¥’L 09.°6t¥'L ssue|es joaliq

. 9l0'ce B695'0L B95°0L 105812 £05'12 I (Mmojeg JoyiO pue S4g 40} % 993) jdep yq (| Bunyauaq salie|es 1a811pu|

z - - & - S48 1nq ||g Buyyauag saje|es jvapu|
1€85 Ng

0S6'I1E6'S 865 8 = 86578 29E'/¥B'S ¥822LS'S 8/0'G.C #18S NG 2101

g €c9'86L'E £19'SY L19'ST SO0'ESHE 8/9'700°E leg'syl S)yausq pue salees |ejo) o) pejelold

$1S09 £8-Y PuE (09/1 '0S/1 ‘1S8IRIUI 0E/L 02/ DVS) sanddns  saoiniag

SEE'EELE 186'8€ - 186'8E £SE'769'C 909°£95°C lsL'gzl (v) s)yauaq pue ssuejes [e101

889'€69 €686 = £68'6 56.'€89 2297159 8al'ze %L0L0'vE @ siyeusg

059'6€0'C 880'6Z & 880'6Z z95'0L0' 616'516'} €856 SauEes (210

, 6/6G16'L 2 6./6'GLE'L 626'G16'L saue|es 1ai1q

. B/Z2'88 880'6C 880'62 L61'6S LBL'6S | (mojag JBYIO puE 49 10} % 898) Jdep vq IIe Bunyausq sauees 19341pu|

2 Z6E'GE = ZBE'SE ZBE'SE $4@ 1ng jje Bunyauaq saue|es joalipu|
¥issnd

1967098 5 = = 196°098 +00'629 L56'IET 9085 NG [B10L

5 8iz'ezl = = 8Lz'8gzlL v£9'€6 PPG PE sjysuaq pue sele|es |ejo) 0} pajeloid

$1S00 /8-¥ PUE (09/1 '0G/L 1S8I81Ul 0g/L '0g/} DVS) sa)ddns g seoaleg

E¥L'ZEL = = = E¥.L'ZEL 0EE'GES ELY'iB1 {w) sjyauaq pue sauees [2joL

196'G81 E 2 = 196581 098Gel 10105 %1010 ¥E @ siueusg

282'9%5 N o - z8.'9¥G 0.b'66€E CLE' P ssuejes [ejo]

» 0LP'66E E 0L7'66E 0L1'66€ seueles 198110

g = = = = , (1810 % 22729 'S4 %EL'2€E) 1dap wa Ile Bunyysuaq saue|es alipu|

2 TLE'LPL - CIE' YL zLe'rl S4d1nq || Bupysuaq sale|es Joalipul
9085 Nd

SL0'Eor's $ES LOL'L E PES LOL' L L8Y'09€' £2Z'6E6 gsc'ler'e 108S N4 [Bj0L

o 9197/56'L BOB'VEE 808'V6€E 898'29G' 1 £€9'9eE SEC'92Z L s|ysUaq puE sauees [B10) O} pajesold

$)S02 £g-V PUE (09/1 0S/| 1SR4 0L/ 02/ DvS) sauddns @ seomuag

6EE'V0S'E 92£'902 " 92.'904 €19'464'2 065'209 £20'561°2 () s)yeueq pue sape|es [E10L

85£'688 8SEGLL G 8SE'6LL 0000kL 0e6'cSh 0L0°155 %1010 pE @ Siyausg

186'719'C 89E'£2S = 89€'LCS €19'480'C 099'6¥ ¥ £96°2€9'1 SaUE[ES [B10L

90E£'GHa'yE  saueles , 099641 = 099'6¥ 1 099'6%1 SOLE|ES 03l

%L0LO'FE ="906ceL Lk Sweueg . L1§'009'L 89E'42S 896,25 EPL'ELOL EFL'EL0'L , (mojeg 19410 pue S4g J0) % 933) 1dap vQ ||e Bupyausg saue|es joaupu)

. 0lg'ves - oLe'tag 018'+95 S48 1nq ||e Buyysusg ssue|es joa1ipu)
1085 Ng

$1500 (Bl L [E10L waiq 198.1pu] [BJOL Pana 13.1pu|
SsJa S4g Buipnpxa g |1V

2)ey 31SOD 30241PUI LO-000Z Ad

¢ jo | aBegq 06 S
Z Juswyoeyy 2210 s Aowony 3o1ys1a AHJUNon ocjuswesdes



HOISIX L X §'8 € JUSWIYoe)Y HOI L0000Z VA dAS 0) asuodsay 06 GSIWY 2F:015002/L/6

295188} E = PEECER 090°ZF2'L Z05vEL

4 265 VIS E = R 020'SL¥ 2.5'9€
5/6'69€'L b = 526'69€'L oro'zLe’ L S€6'26
£89°LVE E 2 £88'2¥E 828'22E 558'%C
z62'220'L 2 - 262'220'L ZLZ'6v6 080'eZ

, ZhZ6FB = Z12'6v6 Z126v6

v - . B R

2 080'€L - 080'€. 080'c.
0856592 = = 0SG'€ce’e PEGGILE S10'8ES b

s 622901 = = 622907 r68'962 GEE60Y
LZe' 16"t & : LZELYE'L org'sLs Lg9'gzL'L
902 v6F - z 902 v6¥ 1947202 S¥i'98e
SLL'ESH L = = SLL'eEst' L 6.8'019 i ]

» 687019 = 6/8'0L9 6287019

. - - - - -

. 9eZ'zve - 9gz'e2¥8 9ECT'THE
88262 osv'El oSt'EL ee8’LLL'Y 6LTEVEY 619'89¢

s €£5°098 &br'C 6vFe €80'858 €56'06. 0E1'Z9
95.'F98'E 100" 1L LOO"LL §G2'eG8'e 992'255'¢ 6gb'L0E
128°086 Z6.C Z6LC G086 1257106 Y159
626'€88'Z 602'8 602'8 0zL's8'e S¥.'099'T §/6'¥2Z

. Gv.7059C = SkL'059°C S¥2'0S9'¢

¢ TIB'WT 602'8 502’8 €04'91 £0.2'9L

. 2lz'soe = z.2'802 ziz'e0g
g€5'088 2 = 8£5'088 volL6Ee PIELY

s 96Z vEL = B 962 ¥EL 986'L2) 0lE9
ve'avL = # A= 7 8LLLLL ¥90'GE
18E'681 = = 2B8E'681 88¥ 081 6688
568'955 . - 558'955 069'0€5 s91'92Z

» 0B9°0ES = 069°0ES 069°0ES

e Z = - :

. §oL'ez = 591'92 S91'9Z
S)S0D [BJ0L |ejoL 10841 10R41pU| [EETN JEENTa] 19811pUy|

€ Jo z @begq
Z Wauyseny

s449

S4dg Buipnioxe N4 IV

ey 13S0 J0a4IpU| LO-000T Ad

06 €9S

82140 S.foUI01Y JoL}SIA AJUNOD OJUBWIEBIDES

SE€8% Nd IBIOL

sjjsuag pue sauees [e)o) 0] pajesold

$1500 /8-v pue (09/L ‘0G/L ‘1SaJaul 0g/L '02/1 DVS) salddns @ ssolnieg
() siysuaq pue sauees |ejo

%1010 vE © sweusg

saue|es [BloL

saue|es 108110

| (mojeg 18UI0 pue S4g 10} % 935) "1dap v |le Bunysuag sauees yaipu)
$481nq j1e Bunysuaq sauEeles Jo3.1pu]

se8s nd

e85 Nd 18101

S}}ouag pue sale(es |)0) 0] pajelosd

S1S00 /g-¥ PUE (09/} '0G/} 1S218)Ul O£/} '0Z/L DVS) salddns g ssomisg
() s)ysuaq pue soUE[ES |BJOL

%1010 PE @ S)pausg

SauelEeS [B)O|

soueles auq

L (moj2g JoYi0 pue S4g 104 % 295) 1dep vd |ie Bunjyauaq seue|es 10a1pu|
S49 Inq ||e Bunyausq ssuees joa1ipu|

res|s

€£85 Nd [B10.L

Sjysuaq pUE SaLE|ES [B)O] O} pajeloid

S1S00 /8-V PUE (09/L ‘0S/L ‘1S8I91Ul 0E/L ‘'02/L D) saiddns g seoimes
{¥) sjyauaq pue sauees (20|

%LOLOvE @ sau=g

seueles (2101
saue|es 1alq

auUsq SaUeles 19alIpu|
Quag seuees 10alIpu)

L (molag JaUi0 pue 544 10y % @35) 1dap v e Bu
s49 109 |1e Bu

ng

£e8s

Zess Na 12101

sjjauag pue saue|es |ejo} 0} pajesold

SIS0 8-V PUE (0971 "0S/L 1S8I9IUI 0E/L '0Z/L DWS) seNddns p sedmies
() siyeuaq pue saue|es [B]OL

%10L0'vE @ sysusg

saueles |2jo |

saue|es j10alig

| (mojeg J2yl0 pue S449 404 % 2eg) '1dep v |e Bunysusqg ssue|es joalipu|
S4g 1nq || Buysusg sale|es joslipu|

2e8s

ng



YIS LL X §'8 Z UBWUIENY HO| LOD0OZ YA dAS 0} 3suodsay 06 ISV ZH:015002/4/6

£ Jo ¢ abey
Z JusyoeRy

29£'658'G1 S191US3 puny BUlUlBWS) U]
S}jauaq puUE S3Ue(ES [2)0 1

[CEECEE) ajel
1jsusq abelaAR JE S4g Jo)
s|iyausq pue saue(es |Bjo|

(gol'ss8'0L) anoge papnpur
S1j2uUsq pue sale|es |ejoL

zZLz'szh'or «1O pue
saBEM sl -Hed,, UBLY) J8yjo
‘uaq pue |es Juswyuedsp [e10)

%G0°L9 8¥8'98.4'0T S44 Buipnjoxe
‘sale|es joauIp Juawneda(q
%GB 2E (eiv'siziol) sauees g4g
%00' 001 192'200'Le salees j9a4Ip Juslupedsp [e1oL
(GPO'EPT'E) sale|ES JoalIp!
g0e'sva've salejes juawyedsp |ejoy |
ueld uoneso|[e 1502 pue Wodal sumipuadxs Jad 51500 UONEIO||R 1502 g~y pue saijddns/sieudiew Ng €10l -
sele|es 10a.ipul ssa| ‘Hodal aunjipuadxa Jad seueles Ng |eloL
Aunoo sad 'yq ||e Bunysuaq sauleles jo2a1pUI NG [BIOL
Aunoo Jad ‘'s4g 1ng ||e Bunysuag sauees joa1Ipul NG e z
%0.L°LE (0)/(a)
S49 ONIANTIX3 VA ¥O04 31w LSOD LIIAIANI
L2¥'958'22
29e'658'GL SS9 J0 9ASNIXe g DUIUIBWa] 10} §)S00 Jjauaqg pue MeEes
SLL'Z6B6'LE () 51500 1jBuaq
PUBAJBIES 1091Ip GE85 PESS £e8G ce8a +e8g Pi8G 9085 1085 Nd 8101
902'9¥0'9 (9] S1500 1091IpUT GE8G vE85 '©E8S ¢85 1£8G 7185 ‘9085 1085 Nd [EjoL
S1S00 |BlOL 1210 122119 102.1pu| 12101 103410 12341pu|
EEE] S44g Buipnpxa Ng IIiv

ajey 3S0D 30341pU| LO-0002 Ad
06 9S

22140 m.sﬂac._cuuan.. 1013814 fAunod ousw eidES



HOISPCLLX 68 € JUaWy2eny dyOl Z0L00Z YA dAS 0} 8sucdsay 06 GSWY Ev:0L5002/L/6

Z£97129'9 8/9°16 = 8/9°16 6566259 692859 069 LZ} ¥185 Ng 1BJ0L
5 15170856 A (A 0987015 € 0SS 8I¥E 0LEZ6 sjjousq pue seue|es |ejo) 0} pejeiold
S1S00 4g-v pue (0971 '05/L ‘08/L '02/L OVS) saiddns g seoines
98¥%'1L90'E 1882 3 /88t 660'61L0 61.'6E6'C 08g'6. {w) syjsuaq pue sauees |Bjo |
G69'GLL 0.0k = orLoL GG6'v9L zrabrl €102 %SGGE6 €E @ sweusy
16.'s82'2 ¥9'le - ip9'LE tri'vse'e 218'v6L'e 292'69 souees [ejo)
, LI8'Vv6LE = 118'v6L'E 118V6Le saueles 8ig
e ¥16'06 i¥8'Le 1p9'LE 192'65 292'69 , 4eWo %59 'S4 %SE) 1dep YA IIe Bujyausq salees joa1py|
s & + - - S-81nq ||E Bupyeuaq seLE|es Joauipu|
EENE]
886'288'C G 3 = 886°288C 885°€Z8'C 00F'6% £08S Nd [B10L
¢ VEE'8YS & = ¥E8'8YS 9259 /69 80e'L L sjyauaq pue sallgles |ej0) 0) pajesod
$1S00 /8- pue (09/} '09/} ‘0€/L ‘02/} OVS) salddns @ seoeg
vSL'vee's = = o vSL'vee'e 290'98e'e z60'st () siyeusq pue seueles |EjO|
607 165 = = = 607" L6S 2e'6.S S8Lcl %G5e6'ee @ sypueg
SrL'eri'L = = = SPLERL) 8€8'904" L 206'SE Seue|es |Bjo]
, 8€8'90L°F % B8EB'90L'L BEB'S0L L seue|es 10e.
e - - - - “ , (480 %59 'S48 %SE) 1dep WA IIe Sunyeuaq SaLE|ES Joauipu)|
. L06'se - 206'5e £06'SE S48 1Inq |2 Bunyeusq seLE|es 10aulpu)|
7085 N9
62’858 B = = 62E'858 015629 61881 9085 N9 1B10L
o SOPEEL e Z SOFEEl HEE €64/ spysusq pue ssueles [ejo) o) pajesold
$1802 £8-¥ PUE (09/L '0S/L ‘0€/} 0z} OVS) seyddns p seones
vZ6've L = = = ¥Z6'vTL 868'€L5 9Z0'LS1 () s1yauaq pue SeUEles [0
9/9e81 = E 5 9798} OLY'GhL 99z'8e %SSE6°eE © S)yauag
8ve'Lve = = & 8vre'L¥s 881’8zl 09L°2LL SOlE|ES [EJOL
, 88¥'8CY = 88¥'8CF 88 8Ct sale|es Joaul(]
.- - - - s | BUI0 %G8 'S8 %ge) 1dep v |le Bugysueq sauees joaupu|
; ogLerL = 092'CHL 09L'CLE S4d inqg |je Bugysuaq saue|es Joalpu|
5085 Nd
€8e'88Y'9 0FE00S L = 0rE'00S" €V0'886'F 987 eSL 1SS'GEC Y 1085 N4 3oL
s 606'V8ET vLVLSS YLV LSS Seb'ees’L 885'9/¢ 1v8'985" 1 sjyeuaq pue sslieles |ejo) 0) pajesosd
$1802 /8- pue (09/L ‘0S/L ‘0€/L '0Z/L DVS) saliddns  seoinesg
VLV'EOL'Y 998'8¥6 = 998'8¥6 809'v51'e 868'SLY 0LL'8L9'C () syysuaq pue sauees [E)0 |
S0L'6E0" gl¥ore = aLv'ore 68C'66.L 61902 0L.'8.9 %S9e6 e @ syeueg
69.'€90'e 05%'804 = 05¥'802 6LE'sSE' 6le'sse 000'000'2 Saleles |ejo |
y BLEGSE o 6LE GS€ 6LE55E saue|es 19811
¢ bBL'GE0'T 0S¥'804 05+'802 LrLioge'L LrLioee't , 1au1o %59 's48 %sSe) 1dep v |le Bunyauaq saueles Joaupu)
. BSC'EL9 - 65C'€L9 692'€L9 S4461nq jie Bugyeuaq sele|es j081pu|
1085 ng
51500 [B10L 12101 0810 1031pu] 1Ej0L 10910 308.1pU]
EEE] S48 Buipnioxe Ng IV

83eY 150D 19911PU| Z0-1.002 Ad

Z 10 | eBey 06 €S
€ wewyveny 2240 s,Asulony 121Is10 Alunog ojuswesdes



HOISPS LLX §'8 € JURWYIBRY JdHD| Z0L00Z VA dAS 0) 9suodsay 06 GSINY 2101 5002/L/6

ueld uoyesoj|e }sos pue podsas sunypuadxe Jad $)s00 UOKEBIO|IE 1502 /8- pue saljddns/sjeueiew Ng oL
sale|es jo81pul ss8| ‘podes sxmipusdxs Jad saueles Mg B0

Munoo sad ‘yq || Bunysuaq seueles j011pul NG |BJOL

Aunoo Jad 'S4gInq ||e Bupyeueq SaUEIES J0a.IPUL Ng [E10L

%6159 €18'GLL°EC S48 Bupnioxs
‘seue|es y0aJip juawupedag %¥L 02 (0) 7 (a)
%1E8VE (095'569'Z1) seueles g4g S49 ONIANTIX3 VA ¥O04 ALvH LSOO LOIHIANI
%0000} €LE'LLP'9E  BUE[ES J0UP JuawpEedap EJOL €SC'vP8'LE D) SJ9 BuIpn|oxa 51500 Jjauaq pue AIe[es jJoodip [2)0
(Zv6'086'8) sauees yoa.ipu| 51909161 N9 BUU[ewai 10} S}S02 Jjauaq pue AEejES
0ZE'ZSH 0¥ seueles juswedsp [0 8€9°L19'2L ) 51500 Jouaq
pUEATE[ES 1051IP GE8S VEBG ©68G 'PLeg 2086 ‘908G 1086 Na (8101
£15°€09'9 (8) S150919811pUT GEBS FEBS '€EB8G '¥18G '208G '908G 'L08S Nd 18101
€V6'8/8'L - = G €¥6'8/8'L PIPPOsE 625 ¥4 $€85 N9 [gj0L
s 910'F8¥ = E 9L0'¥8Y 18%oF 66161 Sjjouaq pue saLE|es |ejo] 0} pajeloid
SIS02 /8-V PUe (09/L '05/1 '€/l '02Z/1L OVS) selddns g seolues
2Z6'V6E'L 2 = = L2668} 16G'6EE"L 0EE'GS (w) siyaueq pue sauees |ejo0|
GEV'ESE = 2 E GEF'EGE 91+'6EE 810V %G566'cE © siyaueg
CE¥'LPO'L i = E 261 L¥0° L 181'000'L HELY sauejes |2jo]
» LBL000°L = 1810001 181000k saug|es jJoa1g
. - = & = - , 480 %59 ‘'s49 %SGe) 1ep va |le Bupjeueq salejes joalpu|
2 HIE'LY = LLE' LY LLELY S48 1nq ||e Bunyeuaq seue|es j08J1pu|
gess ng
089'662° € i & = 089°662'€ 08700971 0188691 €8S Nd 1ejoL
s £9E'8E0L = = €9E'8EQ"L L £L'€05 265ES sjyausq pue ssueles |10} 0) pajelold
$)S00 28~ pue (0grL '05/L '0€/L '0Z/L DVS) seiddns g seoines
21g'igg'e - = = Zig'ee'e 660'260'L 8Le'ral't (v} sijeueq pue seue|es [BjoL
¥S6'2LS = = = ¥S6'CLS VI6'LLT 086'¥6C %SG5E6°E€ @ S)ysueg
£9€'889°'L = = > £9€'889°'L szl'sle 8€£Z'698 saue|es |gjoL
. GCL'6LB = GclL'6l8 SZlL'618 saueles Jo1a
. - - - - 5 , (1810 %G8 'S8 %S¢e) 1dep va |Ie Bunysueq seue|es jeupu)
. BeT'698 o 8eT'698 8€7'698 S4d 1nq ||E Bunysueq saue|es joaipu)
€8s Nd
968°070'S 6/EGL = 6.€'S1 18'S20's S08°0F8' ¥ cLi'ver €8S Nd 12901
g SC9LLE 18L7C 18lC 8’806 ort'Si8 vor'ee S)auaq pue salees |Ejo) 0} pajesold
S1S09 £8-¥ PuE (09/1 ‘0471 '0€/1 '02/L DVS) selddns g seoines
Liz'ezL'y 865'CH = 865'CH €L9'0LL'Y G9E'G96'E 80g'LG1 () s)ysuaq pue seuees |20 |
1P or0 L Z6L'E - Z6L'E BFPOEPO L ZLLV00'E IEE6E %G5e6'ec © siyjeusg
oe0'ego's 906 = 90¥'6 vze'el0'e £59'006'2 LL6TLL soleles [B101
, £59°096'¢ 7 €59'096'¢ €59°096'¢ soueles joauq
¢ CT0'LT 90r's 90t'6 919'L1 9194} , (150 %G9 ‘S48 %Sge) 1dep va e Bupjeusq saueles Joa.lpu|
. GSE'S6 - G5E'G6 §5€°66 S48 1nq |2 Bunyauaq sauees 19a.1pu|
£e85 Ng
$1500 [B101 1B30L JECYTa) yoaupu] 1801 [EENe] oelipu]
EEEE] Sdd bupnpxa Ng v

ejey 150D 19811pU] Z0-L00T Ad
zjo z eBed 06 95
£ uswydERy 20 s,A8WI01Y 1131 AIUNGD OJuBWEISES



County of Sacramento ATTACHMENT 4
Legislatively Mandated Sexually Violent Predators
DA's 99/00 to 01/02 Services & Supplies Allocated to Direct Costs
July 1, 1999 to June 30, 2002
99/00 00/01 01/02

Allowed DA's SVP Salaries & Benefits $82,289 $122,112 $194,905
Divide by Total STOP Bureau Salaries & Ben $2,719,097 $2,670,621 $3,120,804
SVP % of Total STOP Bureau Salaries&Ben 0.0302634 0.0457242 0.0624535
STOP Bureau Services & Supplies- SAC1/20 $669,991 $933,085 $811,287
STOP Bureau Other Charges- SAC1/30 $2,436 $13,116 $18,794
STOP Bureau Intrafund Charges- SAC1/60 $37,192 $6,179 $6,235
STOP Bureau COWCAP $35,493 $24,016 $28,339
Total STOP Bureau Services & Supplies $745112 $976,396 $864,655
Less Travel and Training Costs:
Account #2029 $2,510 $1,149 $5,535
Account #2031 $181 $92 $22
Account #2035 $17,666 $16,022 $20,247
Account #2039 $249 $225 $360
Account #2871 $71,032 $77,814 $27,270
Total STOP Travel and Training $91,638 $95,302 $53,434
Total Non-Travel and Training Services & Supplies

to be allocated To STOP $653,474 $881,094 $811,221
Multiply by SVP % of STOP Bureau Sal&Ben 0.0302634 0.0457242 0.0624535
Total Non-Travel and Training Services & Supplies

to be allocated to STOP $19,776 $40,287 $50,664
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State Controller’s Office
Division of Audits
Post Office Box 942850
Sacramento, California 94250-5874

http://www.sco.ca.gov
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